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THURSDAY, MAY 28, 1953 


Unirep States SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:10 a. m., in the Caucus 
Room, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Saltonstall (chairman) presiding, Bridges, 
Flanders, Smith of Maine, Hendrickson, Duff, Cooper, Russell, Byrd, 
Johnson of Texas, Hunt, Stennis, and Symington. 

Also present: Senators Knowland, Ferguson, and Bush. 

Philip K. Allen, Chief Clerk; Verne D. Mudge, and William Darden 


of the committee staff. 


NoMINATION OF ApM. ArTHUR WILLIAM RapFrorpb, WitrH GRADE AND 
RANK oF ADMIRAL, AS CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 


Chairman SatronstaLu. The committee will come to order. 

Admiral Radford and gentlemen, before we proceed with the con- 
sideration of the nominations of the four distinguished officers whose 
names are before us, the Chair would like to indicate briefly the pro- 
cedure which he intends to follow, subject, of course, to the agreement 
of the other members of the committee as to such procedure. 

The Joint Chiefs of Staff, as a body and as individuals, exercise an 
almost immeasurable influence upon the present and future welfare of 
our country and the daily lives of our citizens; therefore it is vital that 
the officers who fill these positions shall be men of outstanding char- 
acter and attainments. It is thus understandable that these nomina- 
tions which are now before us should have attracted almost un- 
precedented national interest. 

The Chair is cognizant of the fact that for years it has been the 
policy of this committee to consider nominations of high military 
officials in executive session. ‘That policy was adopted by the com- 
mittee for very sound reasons, nad the Chair personally feels that as a 
general policy it should be continued. 

On the other hand, because of our worldwide commitments, as well 
as because of wide public interest, the Chair would suggest that it is 
necessary and proper, to hold an open session on the nomination of 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs—Admiral Radford—and the other JCS 
members. 

With the foregoing in mind, the Chair now proposes to ask Admiral 
Radford to make himself available for such questions as the members 
of the committee care to ask him in open session. Following that, 
the committee will continue in open session with the other three 
members of the JCS, General Ridgway, Admiral Carney, and General 
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Twining, and then conclude later in a closed session, if a closed session 
may be necessary 

If there is no objection we will proceed in that fashion Does the 
Chair hear any objection 

The Chair hearing none, we will proceed 

The nomination references together with the service record of 
Admiral Radford are as follows 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Vay 12. 1953 


t} ihat the follown ominatLo by eferred to the Committee on 


Adi Arthur William Radford, United States Navy, for appointment 
(‘ha ’ f e Jol (Chiefs of Staff the Department of Defens 


as 


NOMINATION REFERENCE No. 296 











) Tha e fol i itio ) erred t Committee on 
Armed Services 
Admiral A r William Radford, United States Navy, to | the grade and 
.dmiral while serving as’Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in the 
Depa if Defense 
"RANSCRIPT RecoRD Servick Or Apm. ArTHUR WiLLtAM Raprorp, UNirep 
STATES Navy, 9643, To May 14, 1953 
Bor Chicago, [ilL., February 27, 1896 Midshipman, July 5.1912. Ensign, 
June 3. 191¢ Lieutenant (junior grade temporary), October 17, 1917 Lieu- 
{ porary \lare 11, 1918 Lieutenant (junior grade June 3, 1919. 
I tnenal July 1, 1920 Lieutenant commander, February 17, 1927. Com- 
nander, Juiy 1, 1936. Captain for temporary service January 2, 1942. Captain 
» Ta ym Ja 1, 1942, March 17, 1942. Rear admiral for temporary 
July 21, 1943 Vice admiral for temporary s« l May 25, 1946 tear 
1c ra 4 fro Dex nb 1942, August 27, 1947 Admiral for temporary 
ervice April 29, 1949 Temporary appointment as vice admiral terminated 
Apr § 1950 sery eS conti oO »>date 
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Distinguished Service Medal 


lieu of second Distinguished Service Medal 


lieu of third Disting hed Service Medal 


Gold Star 1 
Gold Star i il 
Legion of Merit 

Gold Star in lieu of second Legion of Merit 
Presidential Unit Citation awarded U. 8. 8. Lexington 
Navy Unit Citation awarded U. 8. 8. Enterpris 

World War I Victory Medal with Atlantic Fleet Clasp 
American Defense Service Medal with Fleet Clasp 
Asiatic-Pacifie Campaign Medal 
American Campaign Medal 

World War II Victory Medal 

Korean Service Medal 

United Nations Service Medal 

Philippine Liberation Ribbon with one bronze star 





FOREIGN DECORATIONS 
Companion of the Order of the Bath by Government of Great Britain. 


Chairman SatronstatL. Admiral Radford, we welcome vou to this 
meeting. Every member of this committee is personally aware of 
your outstanding record and attainments. Your contributions to the 
successful conduct of our country’s wars have been brilliant and 
inspiring. Likewise, vour duties and assignments in times of peace 
have been performed with the same high achievement. With this 
distinguished and varied background, you bring to the high office of 
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Chairman of the United States Joint Chiefs of Staff a professional I we 
competence which is unchallenged. when | 
Before we proceed, we hope you will be free to make to us at this of Navy 
point whatever statement you think is appropriate to this vitally I sti 
significant and important occasion. comme 
The Chair would respectfully ask members of the committee not to mand, 
question Admiral Radford while he proceeds, and when he finishes his United 
statement the Chair has several questions which he would like to ask, I ha 
and then he will go down and ask each member of the committee and, years « 
Admiral Radford, you will be prepared to answer any questions. " My 
If any member of the committee considers that his question cannot of Sta 
be asked of you, Admiral, in open session, he will, of course, have the I pern 
privilege of asking you in closed session. I co 
If you feel that any answer of yours to any question of a member of and | 
the committee in open session should not be given because of security chairn 
reasons, you will please so state, and then the member can ask his from : 
question in a closed session. If there is disagreement between a defens 
member of the committee and yourself as to whether your answer in his 
should be given in open session or not, then we will cross that bridge if | 
when we come to it, to wo 
You will now proceed, Admiral. Will vou take the chair in front Unite 
of the microphones and proceed. Cha 
The question before us is: Adr 
Ordered, That the fallaxwina moarmine+i = . _ on a al 
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[ was in command of the Second Task Fleet until January 1948, 
when I was ordered to Washington again for duty as the Vice Chief 
of Naval Operations. 

[ stayed in that job until April 1949 when I was ordered to the 
command that I now have, commander in chief of the Unified Com- 
mand, the Pacific Command, and also commander in chief of the 
United States Pacific Fleet. 

I have been in the Pacifie Command for a little over 4 years—4 
years on the Ist of May of this year 

My nomination by the President to Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff came to me as a surprise. I did not seek this office nor did 
I permit anyone else to seek it for me 

1 consider it the highest honor that any military man can reach, 
and I would like to say that I am fully aware of the fact that the 
chairman, as an individual, is expected to divorce himself completely 
from any service affiliation. He is supposed to be a member of the 
defense team under the Secretary of Defense, and to be as impartial 
in his judgments as it is possible for anyone to be. 

If | am confirmed and ordered to take this position, I will endeavor 
to work solely for what I consider to be the best interests of the 
United States. That is all I have. 

Chairman SaLronstaLu. Thank you, sir. 

Admiral, it happens that you are appearing before this committee 
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Chairman of the United States Joint Chiefs of Staff a professional 
competence which is unchallenged. 

Before we proceed, we hope you will be free to make to us at this 
point whatever statement you think is appropriate to this vitally 
significant and important occasion. 

The Chair would respectfully ask members of the committee not to 
question Admiral Radford while he proceeds, and when he finishes his 
statement the Chair has several questions which he would like to ask, 
and then he will go down and ask each member of the committee and, 
Admiral Radford, you will be prepared to answer any questions. 

If any member of the committee considers that his question cannot 
be asked of you, Admiral, in open session, he will, of course, have the 
privilege of asking you in closed session. 

If you feel that any answer of yours to any question of a member of 
the committee in open session should not be given because of security 
reasons, you will please so state, and then the member can ask his 
question in a closed session. If there is disagreement between a 
member of the committee and yourself as to whether your answer 
should be given in open session or not, then we will cross that bridge 
when we come to it. 

You will now proceed, Admiral. Will you take the chair in front 
of the microphones and proceed. 

The question before us is: 

Ordered, That the following nomination be referred to the Committee on 
Armed Services: Admiral Arthur William Radford, United States Navy, for 
ian as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in the Department of 

erense, 


Admiral Radford. 


STATEMENT OF ADM. ARTHUR WILLIAM RADFORD, NOMINEE 
AS CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 


Admiral Raprorp. Mr. Chairman and members of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, I sincerely appreciate the opportunity 
to appear before your committee this morning. I think it is in order 
for me to first give you a short sketch of my career. 

My full name is Arthur William Radford. I was born in Chicago, 
Ill., and I attended the public schools in Chicago and Grinnell, Iowa, 
until 1912, when I was appointed from the Sixth Congressional Dis- 
trict of lowa to the United States Naval Academy. 

| graduated from the Naval Academy in June 1916, and was com- 
missioned an ensign in the Navy. 

[ progressed through the various ranks in the Navy, and had more 
or less the normal career of a naval officer. In 1920 I took up flying, 
and have been an active pilot since that time. 

In World War II | was promoted to the rank of rear admiral, and 
served in the Western Pacific in command of carrier task groups 
until the end of the war, with tours of duty in Washington in between 
times. 

After the war I was ordered back to Washington—and relieved 
Admiral Mitcher as the Deputy Chief of Naval Operations for Air. 
I stayed in that position until the spring of 1947, when I was ordered 
to command the Second Task Fleet, which was an Atlantic fleet. 
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I was in command of the Second Task Fleet until January 1948, 
when I was ordered to Washington again for duty as the Vice Chief 
of Naval Operations. 

[ stayed in that job until April 1949 when I was ordered to the 
command that I now have, commander in chief of the Unified Com- 
mand, the Pacific Command, and also commander in chief of the 
United States Pacific Fleet. 

I have been in the Pacific Command for a little over 4 years—4 
years on the Ist of May of this year. 

My nomination by the President to Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff came to me as a surprise. I did not seek this office nor did 
[ permit anyone else to seek it for me. 

I consider it the highest honor that any military man can reach, 
and I would like to say that I am fully aware of the fact that the 
chairman, as an individual, is expected to divorce himself completely 
from any service affiliation. He is supposed to be a member of the 
defense team under the Secretary of Defense, and to be as impartial 
in his judgments as it is possible for anyone to be. 

If | am confirmed and ordered to take this position, I will endeavor 
to work solely for what I consider to be the best interests of the 
United States. That is all I have. 

Chairman SALronstaLu. Thank you, sir. 

Admiral, it happens that you are appearing before this committee 
at the same time as a plan saleahitel by the President to reorganize 
the Department of Defense is also be ‘fore the committee. This plan, 
supplemented by the President’s message and the report of the 
Rockefeller Commission, makes what are purported to be important 
changes in the responsibilities and authority of the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. In other words, you are taking over from 
General Bradley the JCS at the time when the rules are to be changed. 

I have five questions I would like to ask you. My first 2 or 3 ques- 
tions have to do with the manner in which the JCS function, where 
they get their business, and how they transact it. 

I would like to ask you how do matters come before the JCS, in 
your opinion, for consideration, and in what form does the JCS action 
manifest itself? 

Admiral Raprorp. Mr. Chairman, [ have been away from Wash- 
ington for 4 years, and my contacts with the detailed work of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff have not been frequent. 

I may make a statement which could be improved upon by some- 
body who is working with them from day to day, but I believe that 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, in general, follow the pattern of operation 
that I knew when I was here before. 

The JCS are primarily a planning and advisory group. They may 
and do originate papers ) » of the members may introduce a 
paper for consideration. They may and do receive papers requiring 
or requesting their advice or action, from the Secretary of Defense, 
and probably from any one of the service Secretaries. 

These papers are, first, received in the secretariat, given a number 
and, in other words, they are placed in the proper place in the files. 

They may go in asa part of a series of papers. They are then con- 
sidered by a committee or section of the Jomt Staff which operates 
under the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and the study of the paper, with 
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recommendations by the Joint Staff, is finally delivered to the Chiefs 
for their action at one of their formal meetings. 

At each of their meetings they have an agenda that has been 
prepared by General Bradley, and they proceed with the considera- 
tion of papers in the order in which they appear on that agenda. 

They may accept the recommendations of the Joint Staff or they 
may change them. But in any event, when they reach an agree- 
ment on a paper—and | would say that well over 90 percent of all 
the papers that they process are agreements—that paper is finished 
up in what they call the final green form, and is sent to the individual 
who asked the question, or if it is a chiefs’ matter that they have 
originated, it is given the distribution within the Defense Department 
and the military organization that is required. It may be a paper 
that requires further action down the line. 

I know that in Pearl Harbor, as the commander in chief of the 
Pacific Command, | constantly received directives from the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff or papers from them, which we study, and we then 
use in working up the plans that we have to make. 

Chairman SaLTonstTaLL. In your opinion, what is the significance 
or the effect of that part of the law which specifies that the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff shall have no vote? 

Admiral Raprorp. I have always supposed that it was designed 
to prevent an imbalance in the procedure of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 
In other words, vou have three members, Army, Navy, and Air Force. 
The Chairman is bound to come from 1 of the 3 services, being a 
military man, and if he had a vote, there would be 2 members of 1 
service allowed to vote on that particular question. 

Chairman Satronstrauy. Assuming that the JCS make to the Secre- 
tary of Defense a recommendation—let us say it is a unanimous 
recommendation—with which the Secretary of Defense finds himself 
in complete disagreement, in your opinion whose views should prevail 
in such a situation? 

Admiral Raprorp. Well, on a matter of great importance—and I 
could only imagine that that would happen in such a case—I feel 
almost certain that the Secretary of Defense would first come down 
and discuss the matter with the complete membership of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, and tell them why he disagreed with their recommenda- 
tion, and probably ask for a reconsideration or a discussion with him 
present. 

if they adhere to their former position, I feel almost certain, if the 
matter was serious, that the Secretary of Defense would then advise 
the President of that situation and that the decision, the final decision, 
would have to be made by the President. 

Chairman SaLronstaLu. And the receommendations of the JCS 
are, of course, confined to strictly military strategy, military tactics, 
and do not go into the political background of any problem? 

Admiral Raprorp. Yes, sir. 

Chairman SauronstatL. What is your concept of the duties, 
responsibilities, and authority of the Chairman of the JCS, as they 
now exist, and what do you think will be his duties, responsibilities, 
and authority after the reorganization plan now pending before 
Congress has been put into effect? 

Admiral Raprorp. Well, as I see it, the Chairman—the position of 
Chairman, which was authorized—which was legislated for in 1949, 
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became a manager of the Joints Chiefs of Staff in a sense. He also 
was a link between the Secretary of Defense and probably a very 
necessary one, in connection with the Secretary of Defense’s relations 
with the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

He has prepared their agenda; he has spoken for the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff in many instances. Not having detailed command responsi- 
bilities, he was free to devote time to things which would be very 
difficult for one of the members to handle; in other words, they all 


have, in addition to their Jomt Staff responsibilities, the responsibili- 
ties of military departments; they have command responsibilities 
The Chairman does not. He is free to represent them in many 


respects 

| do not believe that is changed a great deal under this reorganiza- 
tion plan. I would like to point out that 1 am not too familiar with 
that plan. I was not in on any of the discussions. I have read that 
part which pertains to the Chairman, but 1 am not too familiar as to 
why they made the changes or recommended the changes. 

| discussed the new organization plan briefly with General Bradley 
the other day and, as | see it, the recommendations or changes in the 
law, which permit the Chairman to do more than he now does, are 
designed to expedite the business of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Not to give him more authority, neces- 
sarily, but to give him more administrative duties. 

Admiral Raprorp. More administrative authority. 

Chairman SauronstaLi. Do you feel that the reorganization plan, 
together with the President’s message and the report of the Rocke- 
feller Commission, indicate a tendency to bypass or whittle down 
the Secretaries of the three military departments, Army, Navy, and 
Air Force? | ask that question particularly because of the relation- 
ship that would be bound to exist between the JCS and the Secre- 
taries of the three forces as compared with the Secretary of Defens« 
and his Assistant Secretary. 

Admiral Raprorp. As I said, Mr. Chairman, I am not familiar, 
too familiar, with the reorganization proposals nor am I familiar with 
the discussions that preceded or accompanied the drafting of that 
document 

In connection with the service Secretaries, in the last few days | 
have been with all three Secretaries, and as | gathered from their 
conversation, they support this plan which I am sure they would 
not if they felt that they were going to be bypassed. 

Chairman Satronstatit. Admiral Radford, my final question and, 
perhaps, it is a double question, is: Anyone who reads the daily 
papers and the current periodicals is aware of the fact that in 1949 
you testified before the House Committee on Armed Services, at 
which time you expressed certain views with respect to strategic 
bombing by long-range bombers and the so-called atomic blitz. 

Prior to those 1949 House hearings, testimony which you had 
given regarding the 1947 Unification Act was regarded by some as 
being in opposition to the bill then under consideration. 

These are two questions really: Do you still hold those same 
views on these subjects? If so, do you feel that any difference in 
your personal views with those of accepted policy and doctrine would 
adversely affect your ability to do a good job as Chairman of the 


JCS? 
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Admiral Raprorp. Mr. Chairman, it is almost 4 years since the 
hearings that you refer to were held in 1949. There have been 
developments, improvements in material, and certain other changes 
which would naturally cause me to modify some of my positions. 

I do not think that in times when we have as much change as we 
have now that one can have 4 years pass and feel exactly as he did 
about questions of material and questions of strategy. In other 
words, we are going ahead too fast for anyone to have ideas which 
are fixed 

While, in general, I have no feeling that at that time I said anything 
I did not honestly believe, I would say that under conditions as 
they exist today, I probably would modify some of my statement 

In the matter of the unification hearings, | was ordered back to 
Washington immediately after the end of the war. I was in Tokyo 
when the war ended, and in November I arrived in Washington under 
direct orders trom the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Forrestal, who told 
me that he was not satisfied that the Navv Department had a single 
office which would concentrate in that office all the matters, the 
legislative matters, in connection with the so-called unification 
hearings. 

He ordered me to set up such an office, said I could have anyone 
that I wanted to work for me. 

He also ordered Admiral Sherman in as my first assistant, and we 
were directed to get going. 

I told Mr. Forrestal at the time that I was surprised. I said, “I 
think you have made a very poor selection. | know nothing about 
this business, and I would prefer not to get into it. 

He said that he wanted me to do it, so I tackled the job as best I 
could. 

There have been references from time to time in the newspapers 
that I was against unification. In the first place, it has never been 
clear to me exactly what people meant when they said that you were 
for or against unification. If they mean that their object is uniformity 
in all aspects of the Defense Department, then I am against it. I 
think you have to have three very strong independent services, and 
can expect differences of opinion. 

I do not think that you want men in the Defense Department who 
are going to agree for agreement’s sake. Military men who have 
years of experience and training behind them, have very strong feelings 
about certain aspects of their work, and I think that is proper. 

I think that in time, with the joint schools that we have, that the 
armed services will have a body of officers who understand the prob- 
lems of the other services much better than some of us do now, who 
did not have that opportunity when we were young. 

My ideas in 1947 were certainly that the status quo was not satis- 
factory. We had to have an improved defense organization. I felt 
that in certain ways the bill that was before the Congress in 1947 
was not the best bill that could be drawn. I stated my objections to 
the bill as frankly as I could. Congress passed the bill, and I have 
tried to make it work ever since. 

Chairman SattronsTaLu. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Russell, have you some questions you would like to ask of 
Admiral Radford? 


Senator Russety. Thank you, Mr. Chairman; I have 2 or 8 - 


questions. 
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I have no desire to revive the ancient controversies to which our 
distinguished chairman referred. But, Admiral, I think that we all 
would be interested in your concept as of today of the role of strategic 
air in our effort to attain national security and protect this country, 
and the emphasis that you think should be placed upon stratezic air. 

Admiral Raprorp. Senator Russell, I feel that the strategic Air 
Force is one of the most important arms of our national defense, and 
I think we must have a very efficient and powerful strategic air arm 
in the Air Force. 

Senator Russe.y. Were you consulted by former Secretary Lovett 
on the preparation of the budget for national defense that was sub- 
mitted by former President Truman? Did you particupate im 
prepari g that budget? 

Admi:al Raprorp. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Russeiu. Have you been consulted or did you participate 
in the preparation of the budget submitted by Secretary Wislon for 
the Defense Department? 

Admiral Raprorp. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Russe.u. You were not consulted on that. 

Admiral, this question is one that always caused me a great deal of 
trouble. I, perhaps, should not ask it because it is almost endless, 
but the chairman referred to political problems as distinguished 
from military problems, the planning of strategy, making war plans 
for the defense of the United States. We are constantly bedeviled 
by the fact that the military plans dovetail in with the political 
plans to such a degree it is difficult for me to tell where one ends and 
the other takes off. 

I am sure that you found that was particularly true in your recent 
assignment in the Pacific because the difficulties that we are having 
in Korea are of such a nature that the military and the political 
problems are inextricably involved. 

In the event that the Chiefs of Staff were of the opinion that a 
certain minimum of military strength by way of men and materiel 
were necessary to defend this country, and they were overridden by 
the Secretary of Defense, do you think there is any obligation on the 
Chiefs of Staff to take that to the Commander in Chief, the President 
of the United States? 

Admiral Raprorp. I do. 

Senator Russe.i. You “ney that should be taken to the President? 

Admiral Raprorp. Yes, si 

Senator Russe... | Bilis’ no more questions for the time being, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman SALTonstaLu. Thank you, Senator Russell. 

Senator sridges? 

Senator Bripces. Admiral Radford, most of the questions I in- 
tended to ask you have been covered by Senator Saltonstall and 
Senator Russell. 

[ would like to go back to, perhaps, explore a little further and have 
you clarify a little further some of the questioning which has already 
been referred to. 

Do you believe that a strategic Air Force or, in other words, the 
atomic bomb, with the ability to deliver it, is a primary safeguard of 
these United States? 

Admiral Raprorp. I think it is most important 
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Senator Bripees. Going back to a question Senator Saltonstall 
asked you about your position back in 1947 and 1949 where you, as 
a Navy partisan, shall we say, took certain part in various proceed- 
ings, m accepting the position as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, do 
vou believe that you are severing, in effect, your Navy connections 
and now are engaged in an overall job with no particular service 
affiliation? 

Admiral Raprorp. That is the way I will try to operate. I will 
do my best to do that ' 

Senator Bripces. Do you believe in the development of the 
hydrogen bomb? Do you thmk our decision to develop that was 
correct? 

Admiral Raprorp. Yes, sir 

Senator Bripcres. Do you believe that the decision to go forward 
with the so-called B-52 bomber, the very advanced bomber, is a 
correct decision, so far as you know? 

Admiral Raprorp. Yes, sir 

Senator BripGces. You have testified, in answer to Senator Russell, 
you had nothing to do with the current budget situation which is now 
pending before the Congress? 

Admiral Raprorp. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Bripgxs. In other words, you were not consulted in any 
way, you had nothing to do with or were not consulted, relatively to 
the very controversial cuts in the Air Force? 

Admiral Raprorp. No, sir. 

Senator BripGres. As far as your appointment is concerned, when 
it was made by the President of the United States or the Secretary of 
Defense or in conjunction with the two, were you asked to make any 
commitments in advance as to how you would perform your duties 
or were you given a completely free hand? 

Admiral KRaprorp. No one asked me for any commitments at all, 
and 1 made none. 

Senator Bripcrs. No one asked and you gave none? 

Admiral Raprorp. No, sir. 

Senator Bripars. That is all. 

Chairman SaLronstauL. Thank vou, Senator Bridges. 

Senator Byrd? 

Senator Byrp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have got several 
questions, Admiral Radford, which I think I should hold for the 
executive hearing. 

| would like to make this comment now: When | came to the Senate 
about 21 years ago you were a lieutenant commander, and I have 
seen you rise and go up step by step to the position of great power 
that you now hold. During that period I have been a member of the 
Armed Services Committee and the Naval Affairs Committee, and 
have had an opportunity to come in constant contact with you during 
this period, and I would like to make this statement to the committee: 
that I have been frequently impressed with your great ability and 
your fine patriotism, and I have absolute confidence in you as an 
officer and a man, and as one member of this committee I am greatly 
gratified that you have been appointed as Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

Chairman SALTonstaLy. Thank you, Senator Byrd. 

Senator Flanders? 
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Senator FLaNpreRs. Admiral, there has seemed at times, both from 
information which comes to us here and from what, as members of 
the general public we read in the papers, that there is no clear assign- 
ment of what, for lack of a better term, I would call spheres of opera- 
tion between the various services. 

To be specific, it has seemed at times as though the Army and the 
Marines were not quite clear as to the division of their responsibilities 
It has seemed at times as though the Air Force and the Naval Air 
Force were not clear us to the assignment of their responsibilities. 

| do not want to ask you at this time and place as to what your 
thoughts may be on those assignments. I do wish to ask you whether 
vou feel that it is within the sphere, and whether it is desirable for the 
Joint Chiefs of Staif to work on that fundamental question or let me 
first post an alternative. Perhaps it may be desirable that there shall 
be competition in these areas where the assigaments are not clear 
defined, that is, | can imagine that there might be some advantage in 
that. But do you take it that the sphere of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 


‘ 
y 


will properly take into account straightening out these overlapping 
or no-man’s land—it is not a no-man’s land —it is every man’s land 
of these overlapping spheres of assignment? 

Admiral Raprorp. Senator Flanders, on the basis of what | 
know today, I would say that particular situation is pretty well taken 
care of. In other words, the services are assl ned certain roles and 

‘cams and the velop their equipment to cal a ‘ole 
missions, and they develop their equipment to carry on those roies 
and missions. 

Chere is some overlapping, as you say, and I consider that, for the 
most part, it is desirable. There is a great deal of common develop- 
Marines and the Army; they 
use the same equipment in many instances, and it is procured from a 


sinele source 


ment im certain mstances, as between th 


\s between the Navy and the Air Force in the aeronautical pro- 


_ . | . » ] — ] 
and design, we have very close relationships and always 


{ 


t 
have had, going back 30 years of my experience 
On the other hand, as I said im answer to a question from the 
chairman, I do not feel that anything should be rigid or fixed, and I 
hope that the new Joint Chiefs of Staif—and I am sure they will 


1] 


will approach any problems of that kind with an open mind in an 


effort to explore the effect of improved technological developments, 
which might make desirable some changes. la other words, I think 
we should be flexible and not ironclad for all time 

Senator FLANDERS. Thank you. | have no other questions. 


Chairman SaLTonstaui. Thank you, Senator Flanders. 

Senator Johnson? 

Senator Jounson. I have no questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smira#. Admiral Radford, the distinguished chairman and 
the other able members of the committee covered practically all of 
the ground with their questions, and your answers to my questions 
may, in substance, be pretty much the same. However, | would like 
to ask you in my own words some questions that | have in mind, and 
[ would like to preface each one with a brief statement, if 1 may. 

As we all know, there have been rumors, reports and charges that 
have been hanging over from the famous fight over the B-36, and in 
which you were the leader of the opposition to the B-36 
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It has been charged that because of this you would be prejudiced 
in your position as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff against the 
Air Force. 

Now, on the other hand, I have seen and heard press reports, 
particularly that of the United States News magazine, that there 
would not be the slightest bit of friction between you and the Chief 
of Staff of the Air Force on the respective roles of the Air Force and 
naval aviation but, to the contrary, you and General Twining saw 
eye to eye on the matter, and that you would work in complete har- 
mony with each other. 

If that is true, I am delighted, and I would like to have you confirm 
this. Will you please give the committee you comments on this. 

Admiral Raprorp. Well, all I can say, Senator Smith, is that I 
took part in writing the paper, the present paper, on roles and missions, 
and in the parts relating to the Air Force and the Navy, worked with 
General Spaatz. We did not have any disagreement at that time 
and, as far as I know, we still have none. I do not think there is any 
chance for a disagreeme ‘nt on that particular subject. 

Senator Smirn. My memory goes back to the days of the 79th 
Congress when I was serving on the House Naval Affairs Committee, 
under the most capable leadership of Chairman Carl Vinson. There 
was one point on which Chairman Vinson and I did not agree, and 
that was unification. I was for it and he was against it, as you 
remember. 

I saw the effective manner in which he blocked any action by the 
House on the proposed unification, and I know of the very effective 
part that you played in which you have already mentioned, in assisting 
Chairman Vinson. I| know, because my executive assistant at the 
present time was General Counsel for the Naval Affairs Committee, 
and worked very closely with your staff over at the Navy Department, 
working with Chairman Vinson on efforts to oppose unification legisla- 
tion. 

We have now had unification for nearly 6 years, and, frankly, I am 
disappointed and dissatisfied with it. My disappointment and dis- 
satisfaction is not in the unification law itself, but rather in the failure 
of the Pentagon officials to carry out the purposes and provisions of the 
unification law. 

As you are about to assume one of the top posts under unification, I 
should like to have your appraisal of unification as of this date. Will 
you please : ‘Il the committee—-and you have already done this, but I 
would like it in my question—will you, please, tell the committee if 
you now belies in unification, and if you do, why you have changed 
your mind since 1946 when you opposed it, and what your frank 
appraisal of unification is today, and what changes you would make in 
unification if it were in your power to do so? 

Admiral Raprorp. Senator Smith, as I answered to another ques- 
tion, I do not feel that 1 was against unification, if by unification you 
meant an improved organization for national defense. I felt that the 
proposal before the 79th Congress was not the best bill that could be 
drawn, and I made statements to that effect before the House Com- 
mittee on Expenditures. 

I felt that it was very necessary to bring the services closer together 
in an organization which would prevent some of the happenings of 
1940 and 1941. 
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In my lifetime, as a young officer serving in Washington, I felt 
that it was terrible that the 2 services—the then 2 services—were so 
completely divorced from each other. 

On the other hand, I did not feel that the law that was passed in 
1947 was unworkable, and before I came back as Vice Chief of Naval 
Operations I was asked almost the same question as you asked me, 
would I work for unification if I was ordered back to the — De- 
partment. I said that I would endeavor, to the best of my ability, 
to make that law work. I thought it was a workable organization. 
There were undoubtedly improvements that could be made in it, 
and they probably would be made. 

The question of what improvements should be made now on the 
basis of what I know today is a very involved thing. I have been 
away from here for 4 years. So far as I know unification is—the 
unified organization is—working very well from the standpoint of 
the commander in the field, and that is, to my mind, the important 
thing. 

I think that it is unfortunate that there is always so much accent 
placed on the difficulties or rather the failures of the unification law. 
I do not know what the proponents of the law expected when they 
passed it. I do not know whether they expected everybody to sit 
around and kiss each other or something like that, but if they did, 
it is a mistake. 

[ think that the law is workable, and I think it has done many 
fine things, but nobody ever writes about those. You do not hear 
about all the good things that have been done; you only hear about 
the controversies. 

I think that today we have a very fine defense organization in the 
United States. 1 think it can be improved. I am not familiar with 
the details of the new proposals, but I am inclined to agree that they 
will help improve it. 

I had a letter from Admiral Nimitz who assured me that the thought 
the proposals were a great improvement. So I will, if I am made the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, feel that I have a workable 
organization and one that can accomplish a great deal. 

Senator Smirx#. Admiral Radford, | have noted from press reports 
that the Air Force Chief of Staff Vandenberg has stated that although 
he attended the meeting of the National Security Council when it 
discussed the cut in the defense budget, that the was neither asked nor 
did he volunteer any expression of opinion on the budget cut. I note 
also in the press reports that General Vandenberg stated that he at- 
tended the meeting of the National Security Council as a representa- 
tive of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Undoubtedly in your tenure as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff you will attend such meetings of the National Security Council. 

| would like to know if you had the deep conviction that the de- 
fense budget had been cut too much and so deeply that it would 
impair our national security, if you would speak up and say so at that 
meeting of the National Security Council or if you would remain 
silent? 

Admiral Raprorp. I would speak up. 

Senator Smiu#. Thank you. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Hunt? 

Thank you, Senator Smith. 

34123—53—-8 
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Senator Hunr. Admiral Radford, perhaps to give you an oppor- 
tunity to make a record as of today with reference to some of your 
remarks in 1947, | want to ask you if you still feel that the Secretary 
of Defense should be a coordinator only of the Military Establishment, 
and that he should not have direct control over the armed services. 
In view of the statement you made a few minutes ago that situations 
have changed in the intervening time, and that naturally any person 
looking to the welfare of his Nation would also have changing opinion, 
[ am wondering if you care to make a statement with reference to the 
position of the command you would feel that the Secretary of Defense 
should have tode ay, especially in view of the new recommendations? 

Admiral Raprorp. | think that the present arrangements of the 
present organization are workable and satisfactory. 

Senator Hunr. One other question, Admiral Radford: Do you care 
to give at this time to the committee the benefit of your views on the 
proposed cut in the Air Corps appropriations? 

Admiral Raprorp. Senator Hunt, I have taken no part in the dis- 
cussions on the reduction of the budget. I was in Honolulu; I returned 
here only Monday night, and I am unable to express an opinion on 
that. 

Senator Hunt. Admiral Radford, there are several questions that 
we probably have in mind to ask you that I do not think are appro- 
priate to ask you in an open session. I think I shall repeat that 
que stion to you in executive session. 

Admiral Raprorp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunt. That is all, Mr, Chairman. 

Chairman SaLronstaL.t. Thank you, Senator Hunt. 

Senator Hendrickson? 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to say at the outset that I have been 
very much impressed by the admiral’s testimony here today, and I 
am very pleased with his nomination. 

Admiral, I was not quite clear in respect to your response on the 
question of strategic bombing. What is your present feeling on that 
subject? 

Admiral Raprorp. In what way? 

Senator Henprickson. Well, I just wondered how you felt about 
the subject of strategic bombing. 

Admiral Raprorp. Do you mean should we or should we not have 
strategic bombing? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Admiral Raprorp. Well, I am very much for it. I believe it is an 
essential element of our defense and of our offense. 

Senator Henprickson. Pursuing Senator Saltonstall’s questions a 
bit further concerning the functions of the Joint Chiefs, I would like 
to ask what, for example, would or should the Joint Chiefs do in the 
event they learned of some critical shortages of equipment or material? 

Admiral Raprorp. Well, I would say that normally it would be a 
critical shortage in 1 of the 3 departments, and that service chief could 
first inform his Secretary, and if he was unable to get any action out of 
his Secretary, then he should probably take it up in the Joint Chiefs 
and ask that it be brought to the attention of the Secretary of Defense. 

Senator Henprickson. Admiral, you said in response to a question, 
I think, that was put by Senator Russell, that you felt there should be 
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three very strong services. I assume by that you mean in the tactical 
fields. ; 

Admiral Raprorp. Well, I mean from top to bottom. 

Senator Henprickson. From top to bottom. 

What have you to say about procurement? 

Admiral Raprorp. Well, I think Senator, that there is room for 
very great cooperation in the procurement field and, as far as I know, 
there are continuing studies to improve that cooperation. There has 
always been a great deal of it, and although I am not an expert in that 
field, | am quite certain that the services are so aware of the possibili- 
ties that exist that they will take advantage of every opportunity to 
save in that respect. 

Senator Henprickson. That is one place where there should be 
unification in the services, do you not feel that way? 

Admiral Raprorp. Well it is just good business, 

Senator HenpRICKSON. Yes. 

Admiral, in response to a question by the Senator from Maine, you 
referred to the bill of 1947; you said it was not the best bill, I think, 
that could be advanced for consideration. 

Do you recall the chiefs faults and the chief criticisms you had of the 
bill? 

Admiral Raprorp. I said I did not think at the time that it was the 
best organization that could be drawn, but I have long ago given up 
worrying about it. 

Senator Henprickson. I have one more question, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral, I have a letter from a very distinguished citizen of New 
Jersey, a man who served his country well, a retired general of the 
Army, in which he expresses great concern that the proposed reorgani- 
zation plan which we discussed earlier, would tend to Prussianize the 
services. What have you to say to that? This letter comes from, 
remember, a military man. 

Admiral Raprorp. | have seen comments to the effect that the 
proposed reorganization plan gives the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff so much power that he is liable to turn into the single Chief of 
Staff, the man on horseback, that we have always been so concerned 
about in this country. 

| cannot find the power in the reorganization plan, and I am quite 
sure that under our system if I, as Chairman, or anyone following me, 
tried to go off on his own he would be brought up with a round turn 
in no time at all 

Senator Henprickson. I am glad to have that opinion, Admiral. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that is all the questioning I have for the 
moment. | would like to reserve some questions for the executive 
session. 

Chairman Savronsraui. Thank you, Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Stennis? 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, I have some questions for the 
executive session. I have only one now to Admiral Radford, and that 
concerns the difference of opinion or the difference of figures with 
reference to the Air Force appropriation for the coming fiscal year. 

You have already testified that you have no personal knowledge as 
to those figures, but here is the point: Now the Congress must make 
a decision on that question. We are entitled, of course, to the best 
proof that we can get of the facts. 
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With reference to that question or any other question that comes 
before this committee or any committee of the Congress, to whom does 
the military officer owe his primary allegiance as a witness before these 
committees, his superior officers or the officers that sent him there to 
testify on that subject, or to the committee or the Congress when we 
are trying to get at his rock-bottom opinion about these matters? 

I have found quite a hesitancy on the part of quite a few men who 
come before the committees and subcommittees, to really give their 
rock-bottom opinion as to whether or not an item is needed or, if 
needed, what value, what type, or what cost. I would appreciate 
your commenting on that. 

Admiral Raprorp. Senator Stennis, it is my very sincere feeling 
that we cannot function under our form of Government unless the 
Congress of the United States is able to get full and frank and truthful 
answers from any witnesses who appear before their committees. I 
feel that military men appearing before committees of Congress, if 
asked for their own opinion, should give it as truthfully and frankly 
as they can. I think that there may “be times when the *y will also say 
that for reasons which are good and sufficient in connecton with the 
business of the Department of Defense, that although they do feel 
that way personally that they have made an agreement to go along 
some other way. 

But so far as I am concerned, if I ever appear before a committee 
of Congress and they ask me what I think personally I will tell them. 

Senator Stennis. Your attitude toward more junior officers having 
that same privilege would be in favor of their having that privilege 
without any accountability to any higher authority? 

Admiral Raprorp. No one has ever tried to circumscribe me as a 
junior officer, and I certainly would not start it. 

Senator Stennis. Well, thank you very much. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman SALtTonsTaLuL. Thank you, Senator Stennis. 

Senator Duff? 

Senator Durr. The only question I had, sir; I intend to reserve for 
executive session, but meanwhile I would like to say that I am greatly 
impressed by Admiral Radford’s service record, by his demeanor at 
this hearing, and what I believe to be his high competence for this 
important assignment. 

Chairman Satronstatyi. Thank you, Senator Duff. 

Senator Symington? 

Senator Symineron. Admiral, when you were with the Navy, you 

worked hard for the Navy. What I would like to know, in this new 
job, will you consider it vour duty to work as hard for the Army and 
the Air Force as for the Navy? 
Admiral Raprorp. Senator Symington, in this new job I will 
work primarily for the United States, and I will do my best not 
to favor any particular service. I will try to call my shots as im- 
partially as I can. 

Senator Symineton. Mr. Chairman, I think that is a fine answer, 
and I have no further questions. 

Chairman SaLtonstaLL. Thank you, Senator Symington. 

Senator Cooper? 

Senator Cooper. Admiral Radford, my question is an extension 
of the questions which have been asked by Senator Russell and Sena- 
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tor Stennis. You have stated that if, after giving advice to the 


Secretary of Defense, you believed that the decision made by the 
Secretary was not a proper decision, that you would have no hesi- 
tancy in taking that matter to the President. I think that was the 


effect of the question and answer, the question of Senator Russell. 

Admiral Raprorp. That was the question of the three service 
chiefs, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, unanimously agreeing on a particular 
problem, and then finding that the Secretary of Defense had a dia- 
metrically opposite view. It was not in connection with me per- 
sonally. 

Senator Cooper. Section 202, subsection 5, provides that “a mem- 
ber of the Joint Chiefs of Staff may on his own initiative’’—I will read 
the whole thing. 

No provision of this act shall be so construed as to prevent a Secretary of a 
military department or a member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff from presenting to 
the Congress on his own initiative after first so informing the Secretary of Defense, 
any recommendations relating to the Department of Defense that he may deem 
proper. 

If there should arise a situation in which you would believe that a 
decision made by the Secretary of Defense was inimical to the security 
of the country, would you then consider, as a soldier, that your re- 
sponsibility had ended or would you have any hesitancy if you be- 
lieved the situation was so important to the security of the country 
to, on your own initiative, make your views known to the proper 
committees of the Congress? : 

Admiral Raprorp. | cannot imagine such a situation coming up; 
but if it was that serious, I certainly would. 

Senator Cooper. That is all I have. 

Chairman Satronstauu. Thank you, Senator Cooper. 

The Chair notices several members of the Senate here, and while 
perhaps it is a little out of order, if any of them have any questions 
we would be glad to hear from them, so, Senator Knowl: ind or Senator 
Bush, have you any questions that you care to present? 

Thank you very much, Admiral, and if you will wait until we go 
into executive session, the committee would appreciate it. 

Admiral Raprorp. Thank you, sir. 


NOMINATION OF GEN. Matruew Bunker RipGway To Be CHIEF 
OF STAFF OF THE ARMY 


Chairman SALronstaLu. The next nomination is the nomination of 
Gen. Matthew Bunker Ridgway, United States Army, for appoint- 
ment as Chief of Staff, United States Army. 

General Ridgway, will you take the chair? 

The committee certainly appreciates the opportunity to meet with 

you again. We all know of your distinguished er as the com- 
mander of a paratroop division, airborne division, in World War II, 
of your leadership in the Far Pacific, and now more “dseuatl as com- 
mander of the NATO forces in Europe. 
r We are glad to have you here again with us, and we would be 
glad to hear any ai itement that you wish to make concerning your 
ideas as to this new position to which you have been appointed, and 
any other general observations you care to make concerning your 
life or your career. 
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(The nomination reference and the military history of General 
Ridgway follow: ) 


NOMINATION REFERENCE No. 27] 


In EXxecUTIVE SESSION, 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Vay 12, 1953. 
Ordered, That the following nomination be referred to the Committee on Armed 
Services: 
General Matthew Bunker Ridgeway, United States Army, for appointment as 
Chief of Staff, United States Army 


Minirary History or Marragrw Bunker Ripcway 05264, May 26, 1953 


General, United States Army, May 11, 1951 

Born: March 3, 1895, at Fort Monroe, Va. 

Service: Over 36 years 

Present assignment: Supreme Allied Commander, Europe, since May 30, 1952 
and commander in chief, United States European Command, since August 1, 1952. 
1. Schools attended: USMA, 1913 to 1917; Infantry School, company officers’ 
course, 1925, and advanced course, 1930; Command and General Staff School, 
1935; Army War College, 1937 

2. United States decorations, awards, and ratings: Distinguished Service Cross, 
1943, with Oak Leaf Cluster, 1944; Distinguished Service Medal, 1945, with 2 
Oak Leaf Clusters, 1947 and 1952: Silver Star with Oak Leaf Cluster, 1945; Legion 
of Merit, 1943; Bronze Star Medal, 1945, with Oak Leaf Cluster, 1946; Purple 
Heart, 1945 





Previous service: 
Grades held: Cadet, USMA, June 14, 1913; second lieutenant, Infantry, 
Regular Army, April 20, 1917; first lieutenant, May 15, 1917; captain (temporary 


August 5, 1917; captain, July 18, 1919; major, October 1, 1932; lieutenant colonel, 
July 1, 1940; colonel, Army United States, December 11, 1941; brigadier general, 
Army United States, January 15, 1942; major general, Army United States, 
\ugust 6, 1942; brigadier general, Regular Army, June 22, 1946, with rank from 
November 1, 1945; major general, Regular Army, January 24, 1948, with rank 
from April 6, 1942; lieutenant general, Army United States, June 4, 1945 
Assignments (past 10 vears): Commanding General, 82d Infantry Division, 
Camp Claiborne, La., from June 26, 1942, to August 15, 1942; Commanding 


Genera 82d Airborne Division, Fort Bragg, N. ¢ North African theater of 
er of operations, from August 16, 1942, to August 7, 

‘ps (Airborne), European theater of opera- 
25, 1945 (on temporary duty as Commanding 


| 
General, Luzon Area, United States Army Forces, Pacific, from August 14, 1945, 


operations, and European the 


to September 2, 1945); Commanding General, United States Army Forces, and 
Deputy Supreme Allied Commander, Mediterranean eater of operations, 
September 26, 1945, to January 2, 1946: Military Staff Committee, United Nations, 
New York, N. Y., from January 3, 1946, to December 31, 1946; also, Chairman, 


- 


Board, New York, N. ¥ larch 1, 1946, to June 8, 1948 
enior member, United States Military Staff Committee, United Nations, from 
January 1, 1947, to June 22, 1948: commander in chief, Caribbean Command, 
from June 23, 1948, to September 9, 1949; Deputy Chief of Staff for Administration 
United States Army. Wa ngton, D. C., from September 15, 1949, to October 31, 
1950; Deputy Chief of Staff for Administration, United States Army, and Chair- 
man, Inter-American Defense Board, from November 1, 1950 to December 23, 
1950; Commanding General, Eighth United States Army, Korea, from Decem- 
ber 26, 1950 to April 10, 1951; Supreme Commander Allied Powers, commander 


in chief, United Nations Command, and commander in chief, Far East Command, 
Tok, Japan, from April 11, 1951, to April 28, 1952; commander in chief, 
U1 {1 Nations Command, and Far East Command, Tokyo, Japan, from April 29, 


1952, to May 11, 1952 
vy of the Secretary of the Army: 
[SEA] Wma. E. Berain, 
Major General, USA, 
ri { 1) tant General 


By authority 
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STATEMENT OF GEN. MATTHEW BUNKER RIDGWAY, NOMINEE 
TO BE CHIEF OF STAFF, UNITED STATES ARMY 


General Ripgway. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

It is doubly an honor to be here before this committee and to be 
here for the purpose for which I have been summoned and, particularly 
so in the company of these distinguished brother officers with whom 
| have been closely associated and for whom I have the most profound 
respect 

I have been, and still am, Mr. Chairman, responsible to 14 govern- 
ments in my capacity as an international commander, and I have had 
time to do little more than just begin to think about the duties of this 
great post for which I have been so highly honored as to be nominated. 

As I do turn my thoughts, however, to the duties of this post, one 
thought is dominant in my mind. I might develop that one thought 
briefly and simply by reference to a document to which you, sir, have 
already referred, the Presidential message transmitting to the Congress 
the Reorganization Plan No. 6. 

[ have not, | must confess, Mr. Chairman, read the details of the 
plan, but I have read with absorbing interest the Presidential message 
which transmitted it. In that message of the President, one point is 
made which to me is of profound significance: The President pointed 
out the essential need for the maintenance of our democratic institu- 
tions and for the protection of the integrity of the military profession. 

To me, sir, those two objectives form part of the bedrock on which 
the American Republic stands, and on which it must stand if it is to 
survive, as I pray God it will. 

I have had some little experience and happy association worldwide 
with my commands which have embraced the Caribbean area, _ 
Far East and ae with leaders of all professions, civil as well : 
military, and I want to pay my personal tribute now, sir, to you, 
before you and the distinguished members of this eminent committee, 
that in my association with these leaders of all professions pretty 
widely around this globe, I have found no group to surpass the 
military leaders of this country in character, in courage, both moral 
and physical, and in competence. 

I found no group to surpass them in those qualities in any profes- 
sion, in any country in the world. 

So I say, sir, that with the deepest earnestness which I can com- 
mand, that I approach the duties of this post for which I have been 
nominated and to which, perhaps, I may be confirmed, with a sense 
of the deepest responsibility to the United States Army, which | 
shall head in a uniform capacity under the Secretary of the Army, 
and to my comrade services collectively to the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
and to my civil superiors in the Department of Defense. 

I think, sir, that is all I have to say. 

Chairman SaLronstauy. Thank you very much, General Ridgway. 
There are just, perhaps, two questions the Chair and like to ask. 
You have seen the Joint Chiefs of Staff function from an operational 
point of view. You will now see it function from the planning point 

of view as well as an operational point of view. 

It will be your endeavor, will it not, to try to cooperate with the other 
services to get out the best possible tactical and strategic plans regard- 
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less of how they affect the Army, if they are for the best interests of 
our security? 

General Ripcgway. To the utmost of my ability, sir 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Now, the second question is, we have had 
recent broad discussions in which you have made mention of the 
European theater regarding ammunition shortages, whether or not 
they exist, without going into who might be responsible for those 
shortages, and the red tape that was involved in those shortages; it 
would be your endeavor, would it not, to try to eliminate red tape 
and make the Army just as efficient and provide just as much ma- 
chinery for our boys wherever the *y may be, as is possible? 

General Ripeway. It will, sir; their welfare has ever been my first 
concern. 

Chairman SALronsta.Lu. Thank you, General. 

Senator Russell? 

Senator Russeiu. Mr. Chairman, I have a question or two I should 
like to ask the general, but I think all but one of them should best be 
reserved for executive session 

General, you have just returned to this country from the most 
important field assignment in the world from our point of view, com- 
mander in chief, Commander of the NATO Forces, the combined 
forces of the free world, that we hope will be able to protect us against 
any possible Soviet aggression. 

You have had many contacts with people from all over the world, 
and have had available to you the best possible intelligence. 

Do you see anything in the world picture anywhere that would 
cause you to conclude that the threat to this Nation from Communist 
aggression had diminished in any considerable degree over the past 12 
months? 

General Ringway. I do not, sir. I see no abatement of the poten- 
tialities of that threat 

Senator Russeii. Or anything that would lead us to conclude that 
we can relax in our efforts to be prepared to meet it if it should go 
bevond the threat stage and become an actual attack? 

General Ripaway. None whatever, sir. 

Senator Russexu. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman SatronstaLy. Thank you, Senator Russell. 

Senator Smith? 

Senator Smira. Mr. Chairman and General Ridgway, from the 
press reports I have noted that Air Force Chief of Staff Vandenberg 
stated that although he attended the meeting of the National Security 
Council when it discussed the cut in the defense budget, that he was 
neither asked nor did he volunteer any expression of opinion on the 
budget cut. 

| note also in the press reports that General Vandenberg stated that 
he attended the meeting of the National Security Council as a repre- 
sentative of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

{ gem y you will be called upon to represent the Joint Chiefs 
at the National Security Council meeting at some time during your 
tenure of office. I would like to know if you had the deep conviction 
that the defense budget had been cut too much and so deeply that it 
would impair our national security, if you would speak up and say so 
at the meeting of the National Security Council or if you would remain 
silent? 
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General Ripaway. Without hesitation I would speak up. 

Senator Smirx. General Ridgway, you have had unification for 
nearly 6 years and, as you have heard me state, frankly I am disap- 
pointed and dissatisfied with it. My disappointment and dissatis- 
faction is not in the unification law itself but rather in the failure of the 
Pentagon officials to carry out the purposes and provisions of the 
unification law. 

I should like to have your appraisal.of unification as of this date, 
and also what changes you would make in unification if it were in 
your power to do so. 

General Ripeway. Senator Smith, I am not quite competent at 
this moment, at least, to give you a thorough worthwhile appraisal of 
the Unification Act. 

I am heartily in accord with its objective. I think it has accom- 
plished a great deal. I think it can accomplish a great deal more. 
I have not the slightest doubt but that it will. 

I think that the problems are very large, very complex, very numer- 
ous, and I doubt that instant solutions are possible for many of those 
problems. 

I think that the solutions are to be achieved rather in an evolutionary 
way. I think we are well on the road toward solutions. I think that 
as the younger officers to whom Admiral Radford referred, who have 
been schooled and educated now in joint military schools, come to 
positions of greater responsibility and authority, they will exert a very 
great influence. 

I think that as some of the older officers, myself, perhaps, included, 
pass out of the picture, we have removed from the top some officers 
who have been, through no particular fault of their own, but through 
having been rooted in a past which is a most honorable and patriotic 
one, have acquired certain inflexible views, that influence will be 
ameliorated, so I look forward to great improvement in a reasonable 
and evolutionary way. 

Senator Smrra. Thank you very much, General Ridgway. 

Chairman SatronstaLy. Thank you, Senator Smith. 

Senator Byrd? 

Senator Byrp. I have no questions at this time. 

Chairman SaLronsta.u. Thank you, Senator Byrd. 

Senator Hendrickson? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions because 
I know something of General Ridgway’s philosophy. I know also 
of his great record, and I have every confidence in him. I know that 
he will make a great Chief 

Chairman SavronstaLu. Thank you, Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Johnson? 

Senator Jonnson. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman SaLtonstauL. Thank you, Senator Johnson. 

Senator Duff? 

Senator Durr. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunr. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Cooper? 

Senator Cooper. No questions. 

Chairman SatronstauL. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Stennis has no questions? 
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Senator STENNIS. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Symington? 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Chairman, I have known General Ridg- 
way for some years, and it is my experience that he is as able as he 
looks and talks. I think this is a fine appointment. 

Senator Smith has asked a couple of questions with respect to the 
attitude of senior military members of the Joint Chiefs of Staff on 
the National Security Council, and | feel sure that there is no implied 
criticism of the Chief of Staff of the Air Force, General Vandenberg. 

{As I remember the law, the Joint Chiefs of Staff is the military 
adviser to the President and the Seeretary of Defense; also the Na- 
tional Security Council, as the law was amended in 1949. 

The Chiefs of Staff, and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
report directly to the Secretary of Defense, as members of the Joint 
Chiefs of Stafi When the Secretary comes to a meeting of the 
National Security Council, the decision with respect to the budget 
has been made in the Pentagon Building, and is submitted by the 
Secretary of Defense to the National Security Council. That body 
is steictly an advisory to the President 

| have never heard, in the vears that I served on the National 
Security Council any member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff or any other 
military figure, make any voluntary contribution to discussion in the 
Council. ; 

They were there to answer questions with respect to matters that 
had to do primat ily with the military ; i do not see how, as the senior 
member of the Joimt Chiefs of Staff, with General Bradley in Europe 
according to the testimony before the Appropriations Committee, it 
would have been proper for General Vandenberg to have objected at 
that time to the decision made at that time by the President, upon 
submission of the budget, along with recommendations by the Secre- 
tary of Defense 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman 
Chairman SALTonsrauLu. Thank you, Senator Symington. 

i think that is all for the present, General Ridgway. 
lhe Chair understands that you have an appointment in Europe 
tomorrow, 1s that correct? 

General Ripaway. Yes, sir; I do, sir 

Chairman SALronstauty. Well, that shows us how small the world 
is. We will try to finish with you today so that you can keep that 
appol itme 

General 
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tipgway. Thank you very much, Senator Saltonstall. 


NoMINATION OF Apm. Ropert Bosrwick Carney To Bre Cuter or 
NAVAL OPERATIONS 


Chairman SaLronsTaLu. The next nomination is that of Adm. 
Robert Bostwick Carney, United States Navy, to be Chief of Naval 
Operations in the Department of the Navy, with the rank of admiral 
for a term of 2 years 

\dmiral Carney, will you step forward. The Chair knows he is 
expressing the gratitude of the committee in seeing you before it 
again. You have had a distinguished record in the Far Pacifie during 
World War II, and more recently you have been in command of the 
Atlantic Fleet, and then the fleet in the Mediterranean. 





We 
Would 
you W 
funeti 

(Th 


follow 


Orde 
service 
Adm 
Onperat 
of two 


TRANS« 


Born 
June 3, 
(tempo 
tenant, 
July 1, 
1, 1942 
upper |! 
admira 
mande 
in chie 
admira 


hi RPAPRRRDAT 
RRLRRLPRART 


Office of 
ipport 
U.8.8 
South P 
3d Fleet 
Bureau « 
Naval O 
Onera 
Naval O 
Onera 
2d Fleet 
Naval F 
in chie 





JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF NOMINATIONS 2 


We are certainly glad to have you back with us here this morning 
Would you care to make just a brief statement and tell us anything 
vou want to about yourself or your theory as to how your new job 
functions. 

(The nomination reference and service record of Admiral Carney 
follow 


NOMINATION REFERENCE No. 297 


IN EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Sk rE OF TH | rED STA S 
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U d, That the following nomination be referred to the Committee on Armed 
Admiral Robert Bostwick Carney, United States Navy, to be Chief of Naval 
y { n the Department of the Navy, with the rank of admiral for a term 
Ir ir Recorp Service or ApM. RopertT Bostwick CARNEY, UNITED 
STATES Navy, 9612, May 12, 195 
Born in Vallejo. Calif... March 26, 1895 Midshipman, Julv 12, 1912 Eensigi 
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J 1, 1936. Captain for temporary service, January 2, 1942. Capta Januar 
1, 1942 Rear admiral for temporary service, October 11, 1943 Rear admiral 
upper half, April 1, 1946 Vice admiral for t poral ervl Juar », 194 iea 
admiral to rank from December 11, 1942, August 7, 1947 Designated co 
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Holds master’s license under Steamboat Inspection Service. 
Completed Naval War College coorespondence course in strategy and tactics. 
Completed Naval War College correspondence course in international law. 


MEDALS AND AWARDS 
Navy Cross. 
Distinguished Service Medal. 
Gold Star in lieu of asecond Distinguished Service Medal. 
Gold Star in lieu of a third Distinguished Service Medal. 
Legion of Merit with Combat V 
Bronze Star Medal with Combat V 
World War I Victory Medal with Destroyer clasp. 
American Defense Service Medal with Fleet clasp. 
American Campaign Medal. 
European-African- Middle-Eastern Campaign Medal. 
Asiatic-Pacific Campaign Medal. 
World War II Victory Medal. 
Navy Occupation Service Medal with Asia clasp. 
Philippine Liberation Ribbon with two bronze stars. 


FOREIGN DECORATIONS 
Royal Order of Saint Olav with grade of Commander by Government of 
Norway. 
Order of the British Empire with rank of Commander by Government of Great 
Britain. 


STATEMENT OF ADM. ROBERT BOSTWICK CARNEY, NOMINEE TO 
BE CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS 


Admiral Carney. Mr. Chairman and members of the Senate com- 
mittee, I was in the class of 1916, served in World War I, and did 
the usual journeyman jobs in the Navy. 

I was with the operating forces during the entire period of World 
War II in the North Atlantic and in the Pacific. 

After the war I was Deputy Chief of Naval Operations for Logistics 
for a period of over 4 years. 

Since then I have commanded the 2d Fleet, have been commander 
in chief of our naval forces in Europe and the Mediterranean, and for 
the past 2 years I have been commander in chief of the Allied Forces, 
Southern Europe. 

Those Allied forces presently consist of the assigned army forces of 
Italy, Greece, and Turkey, the air forces of those three countries, 
and the United States 6th Fleet. 

[ have an integrated headquarters. At my own request I have a 
United States Army officer as my chief of staff and so I am confronted 
with the practical aspects of unification as between the three services, 
and with the additional complications of several nations who do not 
speak each other’s language. 

| have not sought this nomination, which has been made in my 
behalf, but if confirmed I accept it gratefully, and when I say I 
accept it, I mean I accept its responsibilities. 

I know the other nominees of the Joint Chiefs of Staff; 1 have 
served with them in peace and in war. I am presently subordinate 
to General Ridgway. 

If | am confirmed with them I sit down with people for whom I 
have a profound respect and a deep personal liking, and in that 
measure my task would be made easier. That is all I have to say, 


sir. 
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Chairman Sauronstatyt. Thank you, Admiral Carney. The Chair, 
I do not think, has any questions. 

Senator Russell? 

Senator Russe.ty. No questions. 

Chairman SALTonsTaLL. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smira. Admiral Carney, you have heard my questions, 
I dislike repeating them, but I feel I want to do so for the record. 
[ have noted from the press reports that Air Force Chief of Staff 
Vandenberg has stated that although he attended the meeting of the 
National Security Council when they discussed the cut in the defense 
budget that he was neither asked nor did he volunteer any expression 
of opinion on the budget cut. 

I note also in the press reports that General Vandernerg stated that 
he attended the meeting of the National Security Council as a repre- 
sentative of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

[ am well aware of the law, also of the importance of the National 
Security Council, especially as intended by the Congress. I am also 
aware that General Vandenberg felt strorg enough to make a public 
statement about his attendance at the National Security Council 
meeting, and about his silence. 

Undoubtedly in your tenure as Naval Chief of Staff you will attend 
such meetings of the National Security Council. I would like to know, 
if you had the deep conviction that the defense budget has been cut 
too much, and so deeply that it would impair our national security, 
if you would speak up and say so at the meeting of the National 
Security Council or if you would remain silent. 

Admiral Carney. Senator Smith, I would like to angwer this with- 
out any reference to General Vanderberg whatsoever. 

Senator Smirx. That is preferable. 

Admiral Carney. I can assure you that I have been, and I will 
continue to be, guided by my convictions as to what is good for the 
United States, and I cannot say exactly what I would do under any 
given circumstances. But that will be my guiding rule, and I will act 
accordingly, and I am sure I would not remain silent if I thought that 
the security of the United States was involved. 

I would like to repeat, Senator, that has no reference whatsoever to 
General Vanderberg’s conduct. I was not there, and I know nothing 
about it. 

Senator SmitH. I note that the National Security Council meetings 
are most informal, and it does seem to me that if anyone had convic- 
tions, such as you are known to have, that you would feel free to 
speak up. 

We have had, as you have heard me say, unification for nearly 6 
years and, frankly, | am disappointed and dissatisfied with it, not so 
much because of the failure of the law itself but as the failure of the 
Pentagon officials in carrying out the purposes and the provisions. 

I should like to have your appraisal of unification as of this date. 

Admiral Carney. Senator Smith, I have been fortunate in having 
served in areas and under conditions where unification was a prime 
requisite. We found it very easy in the war with the enemy looking 
down our necks to unify in a hurry. We have found unification in 
my area in Europe practical and: workable. 

I believe in unification in accordance with—lI cannot say definition, 
because I cannot put it into concise terms—but I have my ideas of 
unification, and in those ideas I do believe. 
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[ do not believe in a unification which stultifies the initiative and 
the spirit of individuals of the armed services. I do not believe in a 
unification which kills esprit de corps because without that an armed 
service is nothing; they are mercenaries. 

But | most emphatically do believe in unification which can accom- 
plish economies. I know of many fields in which that kind of unifica- 
tion can be made to work. 

[ agree with my predecessors here at the table that there have been 
some very fine examples in which there have been accomplishments 
there, and there probably have been failures, which can be corrected 
or improved. My estimate of unification as it stands today is that 
it is not too bad a performance, Senator. 

Senator Smirxa. Thank you very much, Admiral Carney. 

Chairman SaLTonstaLu. Thank you, Senator Smith. 

senator 3 rd? 

Senator Byrp. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Johnson? 

Senator JoHNsSON. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Hendrickson? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr, Chairman, in view of the admiral’s 
forthright answers to the questions put by the distinguished Senator 
from Maine, | waive any questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunr. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Duff? 

Senator Durr. No questions, sir. 

Chairman S4LTONSTALL. Senator Stennis? 

Senator STENNIs. One question, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral Carney, I assume you had no part in setting the most 
recent figures with reference to the Department of Defense budget; 
you were not consulted, because vou were not here, is that correct? 

Admiral Carney. No, sir; | had no part in it whatsoever. 

Senator STENNIS. You were not here, were you? 

Admiral Carney. No, sir; I arrived here Sunday, and I have not 
been in the United States for over a vear 

Senator STENNts. Have you had a chance to look them over? 

Admiral Carney. No, sir; only 

Senator STENNIS. So vou do not approve them or disapprove them 
as of now? 

Admiral Carney. I am not qualified to speak, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Cooper? 

Senator Cooper. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Symington? 

Senator Symrneton. Mr. Chairman, I would like to also say that 
I have known Admiral Carney for many years and worked with him 
at the Pentagon, and have great respect for his capacity and his 
integrity. 

I also have great respect for the senior Senator from Maine, and 
my high opinion of her was increased by the magnificent way she has 
handled the ammunition hearings, and I know that her questions 
with respect to the functioning of members of the Joint Chiefs of 
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Staff in the National Security Council are made primarily to clarify 
something that has occurred recently 

Now, in the testimony before the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
Senator Ferguson was kind enough, with Senator Bridges’ approval, 
to let me sit in on, when the Secretary of Defense was asked whether 
before he made this tremendous cut in the Air Force, he had discussed 
it personally with General Vandenberg. His reply, in my opinion, 
was most unfortunate. He said, ‘“‘to the extent he was available.” 
Inasmuch as the chief of any service reports as a member of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff to the Secretary of Defense, and inasmuch as his 
superior in the Air Force reports to the Secretary of Defense, his 
civilian superior, I think that was a most unfortunate observation on 
the part of the secretary of Defense. 

The next day, Senator Hill asked the Deputy Secretary of Defense 
about how much the Chief of Staff had approved these heavy cuts 
in the current future Air Force appropriations, and the Deputy 
Secretary said he was there at the National Security Council as the 
senior member of the Joint Chiefs and did not say anything. 

Inasmuch as this line of questioning might be considered criticism 
of General Vanderberg, there are two things that I would like to say 
about it. The first is that if a member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
volunteered disagreement with the Secretary of Defense’s decision on 
the budget before the National Security Council, chaired by the 
President, volunteered it without being asked, that he might well be 
considered insubordinate 

The second point is that of all the fine qualities displayed by General 
Vanderberg while I worked with him, | think the finest of all was his 
courage and the courage of his convictions. 

| believe it most unfortunate that in their terminating the present 
Joint Chiefs of Staff the new civilian heads at the Pentagon have seen 
fit to cast reflection on the actions of the current Chief of Staff, 
Gen. Hoyt Vanderberg, who bears a name of more than normal 
importance to the history of the United States. 

I feel quite sure that Senator Smith meant no reflection on General 
Vanderberg in the questions she has put to these witnesses. 

Chairman SAuronstaLL. Thank you, Senator Symington. 

If there are no further questions, thank you very much, Admiral, if 
you will wait here until we go into executive session. 

Admiral Carney. Thank you for the opportunity to speak, Mr. 
Chairman. 


NOMINATION OF GEN. NaTHAN Farracut Twininc To Br Curpr 
oF Srarr, Unrrep States Air Force 


Chairman SaLronstaLu. The next nomination is Gen. Nathan Far- 
ragut Twining, major general, Regular Air Force, United States Air 
Force, for appointment as Chief of Staff, United States Air Force, with 
the rank of general, for a period of 2 years beginning from date of 
appointment under the provisions of section 202 of the Air Force 
Organization Act of 1951. 

(The nomination reference and service record of General Twining 
follows: ) 
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NOMINATION REFERENCE No. 269 


In Exucurive Session, 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STaTEs, 
May 7 (legislative day, May 6), 1953, 

Ordered, That the following nominations be referred to the Committee on 
Armed Services: 

General Nathan Farragut Twining 10A (major general, Regular Air Force), 
United States Air Force, for appointment as Chief of Staff, United States Air 
Foree, with the rank of general, for a period of two years beginning from date 
of appointment, under the provisions of section 202 of the Air Force Organization 
Act of 1951. 


’ 


RECORD OF SERVICE OF GEN. NATHAN FarrRaGut Twinine, USAF, l0rH Army, 
May 26, 1953 


jorn in Monroe, Wis., October 11, 1897. Second lieutenant, Regular Army, 
November 1, 1918. First lieutenant (temporary), January 1, 1920. Second 
lieutenant, Regular Army, December 15, 1922. First lieutenant, Regular Army, 
November 20, 1923. Captain, AUS (temporary), April 20, 1935. Captain, 
tegular Army, September 1, 1935. Major, AUS (temporary), October 7, 1938. 
Major, Regular Army, July 1, 1940. Lieutenant colonel, AUS (temporary), 
July 22, 1941. Lieutenant colonel, AUS (temporary), September 22, 1941. 
Colonel, AUS (temporary), February 1, 1942, “Colonel, AC (temporary), March 
13, 1942. Brigadier general, AUS (temporar’y), June 17, 1942. Lieutenant 
colonel, Regular Army, November 12, 1942. Major general, AUS (temporary), 
February 5, 1943. Lieutenant general, AUS (temporary), June 5, 1945. Brig- 
adier general, Regular Army, July 18, 1946. Major general, USAF (permanent), 
February 19, 1948, Lieutenant general, AFUS (temporary), June 30, 1948, 
General, AFUS (temporary), October 10, 1950, service continuous to date. 


Duty assignments From— To— 
id Infantry, Oregon National Guard January 1916 May 1917. 
Cadet, U. 8. Military Academy 5 ‘ | June 1917 June 1919. 
Military ground observer, France, Germany, Italy June 1919 October 1919. 
Student, basic course, 29th Infantry, Fort Benning, Ga October 1919 1920 
Aide-de-Camp to commanding general of brigade, 29th Division, | 1920 ,} August 1923. 


San Antonio, Tex 


Pilot training, Kelly and Brooks Fields, Tex , } August 1923 June 1924. 

Pilot single-engine instructor, Brooks Field, Tex June 1924 July 1927. 

Pilot single-engine instructor, March Field, Calif | July 1927 February 1929. 

Pilot single-engine; adjutant and commanding officer, 26th | February 1929 March 1932. 
Attack Squadron, 3d Group, Wheeler Field, T. H | 

Wing operations officer, 3d Attack Squadron, 2d Wing, Fort | March 1932__... September 1935. 
Crockett, Tex 

Student, Air Corps tactics, Maxwell Field, and student in Com- | September 1935 June 1937. 
mand and General Staff, Fort Leavenworth, Kans 

Operations and Training Officer, Air Corps Technical Inspection, | June 1937 ‘ July 1940. 
Dunean Field, Tex. 

Inspection Director, tactical. inspection, Headquarters, Army Air | July 1940 July 1942. 
Force, Washington, D. C | 

Chief of Staff to the Commander, Headquarters, U.8. Air Forces | July 1942 Mareh 1943, 
in the South Pacific Area 

Commanding General, 13th Air Force, overseas March 1943 December 1943, 

Commanding General, 15th Air Force, overseas January 1944, May 1945, 

En route zone of interior and temporary duty with Headquarters, | May 1945 August 1945. 
Army Air Force, Washington, D. C. (Liaison and Planning, 
Headquarters, U. S. Army Strategic Air Force) | 

Commanding General, 20th Air Force, overseas August 1945 October 1945 

Leave, ..... . ; | October 1945 ..| December 1945. 

Commanding General, Air Technical Service Command, Wright | December 1945 .| October 1947. 
Field, Ohio. | 

Commander in ehief, Alaskan Command ...| October 1947 | July 1950. 

Acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Personnel, U. 8. Air Force, Wash- | July 1950 .| October 1950. 
ington, D. C, 

Vice Chief of Staff, U. 8. Air Force, Washington, D. C October 1950. To date. 
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MEDALS AND AWARDS 


Legion of Merit and Oak Leaf Cluster. 
Distinguished Service Medal (Navy). 
Bronze Star Medal. 

Air Medal and Oak Leaf Cluster. 
Distinguished Service Medal (Army) 
Distinguished Flying Cross. 

World War I Victory Medal. 

World War II Victory Medal. 
American Defense Medal. 
Asiatic-Pacific Campaign Medal. 
Europe, Africa, and Middle East Campaign Medal. 
American Theater Campaign Medal. 
American Defense, Pre-Pearl Harbor. 
Occupation Force World War I. 


FOREIGN DECORATIONS 


French Legion of Honor Commander. 

Croix de Guerre With Two Palms. 

Polish Medal of Merit With Swords 

Greek Order of the Sphinx. 

Knight of the British Empire. 

Chairman SatronstaLu. General Twining, you have been before 
this committee a great many times in various capacities. We welcome 
you as a very distinguished Air Force general, practically: from the 
time you left West Point until today, commanding various forces in 
World War II, a distinguished pilot in World War I and, more re- 
cently, Deputy Chief of Staff of the Air Force here in Washington. 
So you come here pretty well experienced in the duties that you face 
in the future, particularly because of your duties during the past year. 

We are glad to see you, and we would welcome any short statement 
that you care to make. 


STATEMENT OF GEN. NATHAN FARRAGUT TWINING, NOMINEE 
TO BE CHIEF OF STAFF, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 


General Twintne. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
it is really a great honor to be here before you this morning and need- 
less to say 1 am very proud and happy of this appointment to the 
responsibility of Chief of Staff of the Air Force. 

Having served with General Vandenberg as his vice chief for the 
last couple of years, | realize the terrific responsibility of that position, 
and I assure you that I will do my very utmost to carry out those duties 
to the best of my capabilities and, further, as a member of the Joint 

Chiefs of Staff, to also do my very best to put the national interest 
above the service interest in that duty. 

With regard to the Reorganization Act, I would just like to make 
one comment. I think it was most important that the Rockefeller 
Committee did not accept the proposition of establishing a separate 
Joint Chiefs for the military planning and advisory group of this 
country. 

I think it is very important that we never separate our top military 
planners and strategists from their services. It does not take very 
long for someone removed from a service to forget about his service, 
and quickly lose his ability to judge what his service can do, what its 
strengths are, and what the limitations are, and I think it is very 
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important that we continue this policy and we will then get realistic 
planning 

That is all I have, sir 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Thank you, General Twining. The Chair 
has no questions to ask you at present 

Senator Byrd? 

Senator Byrp. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask General Twining, 
would you have any suggestions at this time concerning the Unifica- 
tion Act, any changes? 

General ‘T'wintna. |. think what Admiral Radford said is quite 
pertinent. He said we always hear the bad things and never the good 
things about a new act. Certainly there is much more we can do in 
the way of unification in the services, but I do feel we have accom- 
plished a great deal so far. 

Senator SmirH. You have not any recommendations at the moment 
that you think would improve the Unification Act? 

General Twinrna. | do not have any right now. 

Senator Smirg. Has the Chief of Staff of the Air Force any authority 
to veto or to countermand any order or commitment of the Secretary 
of the Air Force? 

General Twinine. No. i 

Senator Sarre. General Twining, which would you place first, 
your deep conviction of the impairment of national security enough 
to speak out, or the risk of being considered insubordinate? 

General Twinine. Well, | think it is a very difficult question. | 
think it depends on the circumstances. Referring to General Van- 
denberg, | would like to state that a question like that I do not think 
should ever have gotten so far as the National Security Council. 
That problem should have been settled back in the Secretary of De- 
fense’s office, and once settled there, of course, General Vandenberg 
could say nothing at the Security Council. 

What the circumstances were I do not know, but that late in the 
game I do not think General Vandenberg—of course, General Vanden- 
berg was acting, as you know, for General Bradley—and I do not 
know what he knew about it, but I think the only way to solve that is 
to ask General Vandenberg himself. Normally he would never let 
anything go as far as the Security Council before he complained about 
it. 

Senator Smirx. General Twining, would you care to say whether 
you would speak up if you had real deep convictions and were there 
as a representative of the Joint Chiefs of Staff? 

General Twintnc. I would like to say had I been the Chairman | 
would have settled that issue before arriving at the National Security 
Council, and having arrived there, I would have said nothing because 
the fight had already been won or lost. 

Senator Smirx. Thank you, General. You have not answered my 
question, but you apparently do not care to. 

General Twinina. I will say if it came to a question of national 
security, of course, I would speak up. 

Senator Smirx. Thank you. 

Chairman SatronstaLy. Thank you, Senator Smith. 

Senator Johnson? 
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Senator JoHNsoN. No questions. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Hendrickson? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions. | 
would like to take this opportunity, however, to commend the Presi- 
dent of the United States for this nomination 

As I look out in front of me today, | take creat comfort because 
[ think I see a great team going forward 

Chairman SALTonstaLuL. Thank you, sir 

Senator Hunt? 


Senator Hunr. | should like to ask just one question |] would like 
to precede that question with a brief statement. It has been my 
pleasure to be here Wh the Senate going on 5 vears However, | have 


closely followed the fortunes of the Air Force for 2 vood deal longel! 
period than that, and | remember that some 6 vears ago we complied 
more or less with political demands and came up with at that time 
about a d5-group Air Force We then set a goal in 1948 of a 50-group 
Air Force; then in 1949 we did not even meet the 48-group Air Force. 
We had an economy drive on, and | think that was the vear Russia 
exploded the atom bomb 

Then in 1956 along came Korea, and the Joint Chiefs of Staff made 
a recommendation for 95 groups. In the Senate, demands were 
made for 150 groups, and so it has gone down through the vears. 
It might be characterized as on-again, off-again, gone-again Hooligan. 

The question I would like to ask vou, General, since we are now 
voing down again, so far as the appropriations for the Air Force are 
concerned, don’t you feel it is about time that we set a POLICE and 
stuck to that poliey and accomplished what that policy directed we 
carry out? 

General T'winina. Senator, I thmk that would be a marvelous 
thine to do if we can do it 

Senator Hunr. | would like to get vour answer to one other ques- 
tion. Il have noticed one thing during the time [ have been on the 
Armed Services Committee which is now for over 5 vears and that is 
the very brief length of time that we keep our most competent men 
in any one position. I think we are now going into the third com- 
mander of NATO in slightly over 2 years and, as I see commands 
change, change so quickly, and having charge of an army only for a 
short time or on the battlefront for only a short time, | am surprised, 
General, that we make the showing that we make 

|! am wondering if vou would agree with me that it would not be a 
good idea for us to put competent men in competent positions and 
keep them there for a while? 

General Twintna. Well, | think that goes all the way down, not 
only in the higher command but down through the ranks. We do 
move our people too fast, there is no question about that. But it is 
often necessary in the higher ranks to do that because of changing 
circumstances. The positions have to be vacated for one reason or 
another and, naturally, vou have to send a new man in to take it. 
But it certainly would, as vou say, be better if we could stabilize more 
and keep our people in the positions longer; and we are attempting to 
do that. I know in the Air Force that is one of our projects right 
now, to try to stabilize and keep people in the jobs longer 
Senator Hunt. Thank vou for your comments, General 
Chairman SavronstaLu. Thank you, Senator Hunt. 
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Senator Duff? 

Senator Durr. No questions. 

Chairman SauronstaLuL. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Stennis? 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, I just got back. I understand 
General Twining has said that he did not take part in the discussions 
of the fixing of the last figures on the defense budget, was that correct? 

General Twrn1nc. On the last one; that is right, 

Senator STENNIs. You were not consulted on Sones. figures? 

General Twinina. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You were not consulted either as assistant—I 
mean Vice Chief of Staft or as prospective Chief of Staff? 

General Twininc. Well, we were asked on 2 or 3 difterent occasions 
to submit an estimate of forces we could develop with a certain amount 
of money and certain numbers of personnel. We did that 2 or 3 
times, but with regard to the last figures we received, both money- 
wise and personnelwise, I was not consulted, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You have not agreed to those figures? 

General Twinina. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You do not recommend them? 

General Twininc. We recommended the forces we need, and then 
we take what is given to us and try to build the best force we can 
around that. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Sautronstauu. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Cooper? 

Senator Cooper. General Twining, I think there has already been 
suggested here the interest in the proposed budget for the Air Forces, 
and I am certain we are entering a debate over those cuts. Personally 
I know it is obvious and easy to say that they should not be further 
cut. I want to say to you I think it is awfully easy to say that there 
should be increases made, particularly when we have little facts to 
base our opinions upon, and when we are just working in the field 
of opinion. 

Now, I think it would be unfortunate if this issue over the appro- 
priations for the Air Force just gets down to a level of a political 
controversy or upon the conflict between uninformed judgment and 
uninformed opinion. 

[ want to ask you this: If you will help this committee, and other 
other appropriate committees, in making the proper judgment, would 
you feel any hesitancy at all, after a decision has been reached, as it 
definitely has been reached by the Department of Defense, on your 
own initative and freely giving to the committees your judgment, 
an informed judgment, as to the real effect any of these cuts would 
have upon the security of the country? 

General Twintna. Yes, sir. I feel if I was the Chief of Staff of 
the Air Force and was greatly concerned over a reduction in the size 
of the forces, that it was dangerous to the country, I would take it 
up with the Secretary of Defense, and if it was turned down there, 
and I stall felt strongly about it, | think I should go higher. 

Senator Cooper. Thank you. 

Chairman Sauronstautu. Thank you, Senator Cooper. 

Senator Symington? 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that I have 
had the pleasure of working with General Twining over many years. 
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I have great respect for his ability. I am sure he will be a fine leader 
of the Air Force. 

I think when he was shot down in World War II he spent so many 
days in a boat that he was practically accepted as a member of the 
Navy, which should help him in his future work. 

I would like to add that I am sure the eminent and able officers, 
Admiral Radford and Admiral Carney and General Ridgway, in their 
replies to the questions with respect to the National Security Council, 
certainly meant no reflection of any kind on General Vandenberg. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had already written you a letter, inasmuch 
as there seems to be a difference of opinion, requesting that General 
Vandenberg have an opportunity with Secretary Wilson present—to 
find out how much he was given an opportunity to discuss this cut ia 
the budget, especially because of the implication that he was given 
full opportunity. 

It is my understanding that he did not even know what the cuts 
were until a few hours before they were published in the press, and 
that even as of today the Air Force still does not know how the office 
of the Department of Defense wants them to handle those cuts 

General Twining, you were the Deputy Vice Chief of Staff—the 
Vice Chief of Staff to General Vandenberg. I would like to ask you 
several questions. 

Did Secretary Wilson ever discuss the cuts of the Air Force with 
you, the final cuts? 

General Twin1nc. No, sir. 

Senator Symineton. The final decision as to what would happen? 

General Twrntne. No; not Mr. Wilson. 

Senator Symineton. To the best of your knowledge, did he ever 
discuss those with General Vandenberg? 

General Twintna. I could not say that, sir; I do not know. 

Senator Symineton. To the best of your knowledge, General Van- 
denberg never told you that he had, is that true? 

General Twirntnc. No. General Vandenberg was away most of the 
time, and I do not know whether he did nor not; but General Vanden- 
berg did not mention it to me. 

Senator Symrncron. When you go to the National Security Council, 
which, again, I want to make the point, is strictly an advisory body to 
the President; it is not an administrative body in any sense of the 
term —the only administrative function it has, to the best of my 
knowledge, is that the Central Intelligence Agency reports to it 
when you go to the National Security Council you would go with a 
decision made with respect to the budget in the Department of 
Defense; is that correct? 

General Twinine. That is correct. 

Senator Symrneaton. And, therefore, if a military man got up and 
objected to that decision in the National Security Council, he would 
be taking issue with his chief in front of all the other departments 
that come into the National Security Council meeting, by going 
directly to the President at that time, 1s that correct? 

General Twiytna. I should think so. I should think the President 
would say, ‘‘Why didn’t you bring this up before you got up here 
with it?” 

Senator Symineton. What he would probably do would be, would 
it not, when he knew what the cuts were, and how they were to be 
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